
" But what is thc soul, old Pine? Did it grow with thc body?

Or, what is thc mind? Arc thc intcllcctual facultics thc soul,

or a part of it? "

"Thc old Pinc cannot tcll," I said. "Will not Ellcn tcll?"
"If Ellcn trics to tcll," shc said, "shc will bcgin with a ques-tio- n

which includcs all thcse: What is crcation, and how was it
crcatcd ? Crcation is what wc scc of thc Univcrsc, and what wc

do not scc. Thc world and all that is thcrcin, togcther with

thc hcavcns and all that thcy includc. Wc havc sccn that it

must havc bcen crcatcd by God, and that Hc of nccessity

has cxistcd from ctcrnity. From ctcrnity to ctcrnity Hc
is God. Thcn how did Hc makc this Univcrsc? Of what is

it composcd? What knowledgc of this has hc tmfoldcd to tis?

"Onc kcy to thc mysterics of crcation, as Ellen thinks, is the
innumcrablc nutnbcr of picccs or parts of which it is composcd.
Because of this quality is thc infinitc varicty and succcss of

naturc's works. For as things bccomc morc ethercalizcd, thcy
bccomc morc and morc managcablc and wondcrful, until at last
the morc remarkablc and most rcmarkablc, as known to us,

takc place, thc thoughts and cmotions. Nor, indccd, wotild thc
Univcrsc othcrwisc sccm to bc possiblc. And, so too, because
of thc innumcrablc picccs from which thcy arc madc, thc diffcrcnt

things in naturc can be largely brokcn or disunitcd without
dcstroying them. Air, water, carth can bc scparatcd indcfi-nitcl- y,

and cvcn thosc things that havc life arc capablc of being
largely disscctcd without that lifc bcing dcstroycd. In man all

thc organs of scnsc may be dcstroyed, and thc lifc contintie. In

both plants and animals many limbs may be ctit off without
dcstroying, and oftcn without injuring thc lifc.

"And wc scc, too, in thc crcation of thc Univcrsc, things are
made very largely, if not cntirely, by a systcm of antithcses.
Thus wc have life and dcath, joy and sorrow, good and cvil,

bittcr and sweet, true and falsc, hard and soft, mind and matter.
And thus, too, in elcctricity thcre are two kinds or phascs,
known as positive and negalive, and whcrcvcr onc is produccd,
just as much of thc othcr is also produccd. Indccd, all nature
abounds in thcsc antithcses or opposites, through which alonc,

apparcntly, its manifestations are intelligiblc, if not possiblc.

"There is another wondcrful principlc in full action every-whc- re

infinity. It mccts us in spacc. It inccts us in time.

It meets us in thc matcrial from which things are madc.

Whatcvcr way we look, whichcvcr way wcturn, thc workings of

the infinite arc visiblc. And we should ahvays remcmber that
through this principlc of infinity only, can the infinite bc

Forgetting this fundamental truth, many scicntists and

superficial thinkcrs advance the atotnic thcory of crcation.
" And what is that, Ellen?" I askcd.
" It is," shc said, " that a limit in sizc is finally rcachcd of the

matcrial or particles from which the Univcrsc is madc. And
thus with indescribable folly docs this class asstimc to measure

the infinitc by thc finite ; and when thcy reach what is very

easy to reach a limit to thcir own understanding, mistake this

to be thc limit of that which is infinite.
" But thc most wondcrful of all things which Ellcn sees in

nature is that thcre is nothing of the miraculous in hcr works,

but that everything has its adequatc causc, and so far as wc

arc able to pcrccivc thcse causes, thcy are simple, and intelli-

giblc to our minds. Ellcn has a right to belicve, and docs
belicvc, that this is true throughout all of naturc's infinitc works.

" Another marvelous thing in naturc cverywhcre visiblc is the
ordcr, or systcm, which pervadcs hcr works, nor docs Ellcn

think that this ordcr stops with man's ability to pcrccivc it,

the little limit of our vision; but that not only thosc things
which we scc are in ordcr, but equally so those that wc do
not. It is impossible that this should be othcrwisc. Order is
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" I did but tlrcam. I nevcr knew
What charms our sternest season wore.

Was yet the sky bluc,
Was ncvcr carth white beforc.

Till now I never saw the
Of sunset yon hills snow."

univcrsal in nature."
"And, Ellen," I askcd, " is not this univcrsally recognizcd?"
" It is not recognizcd at all," she said, " by that vast army of

scicntists who profess to tcll the sccrcts in naturc's arcana.
Thcy arc a slim lot as Ellen thinks, being unable to pcrccivc

this first and grcatest of naturc's laws."
" But surcly, Ellcn," I said, " you must bc mistaken that thcy

do not rccognize it."
" Not at all, Ellcn is sorry to say. On thc contrary thcy

fly from it at the first opportunity, with pretty much all the
world following, presenting an illustration on thc largcst scale

of the blind lcading the blind. For everything known in naturc
is formed of what wc call mattcr, combincd and hcld together
by forccs, and subjcct to laws of disintegration. The things

known make a most harmonious, complctc, and wondcrful

demonstration of thc systcm adoptcd by nature for the crcation
of the Univcrsc. It would be liardly possiblc, with hcr known

tendency to univcrsal order, that she would have or could have

any othcr. And yct thc very first phenomenon which occurs,

where thc processes arc partly hidden that of sound is at

first assumed and thcn dcclarcd by this vast army of scicntists,

rcmarkablc only for knowing so many things that are not so, to

bc formed under an cntirely diffcrcnt systcm, by what they call a

mode of motion, unaccompanicd with its appropriate substance.

A morc gratuitous assumption it would probably be impossible

to makc, and certainly in thc way that it is proposcd a morc

absurd onc could not be madc."
" You rcfcr, Ellen, to thc undulatory thcory of sound?"

" Prccisely that, old Pinc, and the remainder of thc brood,
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" llill's peep u'crhilU, and Alps on Alps arise."
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that of light, heat and color. But wc must not and cannot

dwcll on this now. Ellcn will come again, if thc old Pine

wishcs, and discuss this subjcct."
" The old Pinc would certainly be most pleascd both to see

and hcar Ellcn."

"All right, Piney," shc said. "We will consider next thc

matcrial from which, or of which, things are made. This matc-

rial is called matter. The text books tcach that it has impcnc-trabilit- y,

extcnsion, divisibility, porosity, compressibility, elas-ticit- y,

mobility, and incrtia. And then they speak of forccs as

manifcsting themselvcs to us by the changes which they pro-duc- c,

or tcnd to producc, in the motion of mattcr."
" And does not Ellcn acccpt all of this?" I askcd.

" Some of it she does not acccpt," shc said ; " and she has

but little use for any of it, because it tclls her nothing of the

csscncc of that thing which is called matter. What Mr. Locke

says is to her far more satisfactory, although it is only a decla-ratio- n

of ignorance. Thus Mr. Locke says:
' When we speak of any soit of substance, we say it is a thing having

such or such qualities ; as, liody is a thing that is extended, figured,

and capable of motion ; Spirit, a thing capable of thinking ; and so

hardncss, friability, and ductility of iron, we say, are qualities to be

found in a niagnet. These, and the like fashions of speaking, intimate

that the substance is supposed ahvays somcthing besides the extension,

figure, or other observable idcas, though we know not what it is.

Hence, when we talk or think of any particular sort of corporeal sub-

stance, as horse, stone, etc., though the idea wc havc of either of them

be but the complication or collection of those several simple ideas of

sensible qualities which we find united in the thing called horse or

stone, yet because we cannot conceive how they should subsist alone,

nor one in the other, we suppose them e.xisting in and supported by

some common subject; which support we denote by the name Sub-stanc- e,

though it be certain we have no clear or distinct idea of that
thing we suppose a Support. The same happcns concerning the opera-tion- s

of the Mind ; namely, Thinking, Reasoning, Fearing, etc, which

we, concluding not to subsist of themselves, nor apprehending how they

can helong to the Body, or, produccd by it, are apt to think the actions

of some other substance, which we call Spirit ; whereby yet it is evi-den- t,

that, having no other idea or notion of matter, but somcthing

wherein those sensible qualities which affect senses do subsist, by sup-posi-

a Substance wherein Thinking, Knowing, Doubting, and a power

of reasoning, etc, do subsist, we have as clear a notion of the Substance

of Spirit as we have of the Body; thc one being supposed to be (with-

out knowing what it is) the Substratum to those simple ideas we have

from without, and the other supposed (with a like ignorance of what it

is) to be the Substratum to those operations we expcriment in ourselves

within. It is plain, then, that the idea of corporeal Substance in matter

is as remote from our conceptions and apprehensions as that of Spiritual

Substance or Spirit ; and thercfore from our not having any notion of

the Substance ofSpirit, we can no more conclude its than

we can for the same reason deny the existence of the Body; it being

as rational to affirm there is no body because we have no clear and

distinct idea of the Substance of matter, as to say there is no Spirit

because we have no clear and distinct idea of the Substance of a Spirit.'

To be continued.


